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DETAILED ACTION 



Response to Amendment 

In response to applicant's amendment received on 7/28/2008, all requested 
changes to the claims have been entered. 

Response to Argument 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed on 7/28/2008 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or deschbed as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the phor art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which the subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1, 2, 9 and 10 are rejected under 35 USC 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Toshimitsu et al. (US 6,434,569) in view of Csipkes et al. (US 6,188,402). 
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With respect to claim 1 , Tosliimitsu et al. teaclies, 
a monitor for displaying a medical image (Fig 2, ref. label 26); 
an input device for inputting an image reading report corresponding to the medical 
image displayed on the monitor (Fig 2, ref. label 32); 

Toshimitsu et al. does not teach a processor configured to process a control of 
judging presence or absence of the image reading report corresponding to the medical 
image displayed on said monitor and restricting a change of displaying the medical 
image, in case the image reading report is judged absent. 

Csipkes et al. teaches that a assembler is automatically prevented from 
preceding to the next step in the absence of test result, (col. 5 lines 18-35). 

At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to restricting change (waiting) of image when report of image is not done 
in the system of Toshimitsu et al. 

The suggestion/motivation for doing so would have been that to make sure 
images are tested before proceeding to next image. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Csipkes et al. with Toshimitsu 
et al. to obtain the invention as specified in claim 1 . 

With respect to claim 2, Csipkes et al. teaches judges presence or absence of 
the image reading report corresponding to the medical image displayed on the monitor 
when the medical image displayed on the monitor is changed (Display work instructions , 
graphics and warning corresponding to test result) (col. 5 lines 18-35). 
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With respect to claim 9, please refer to rejection for claim 1 . 
With respect to claim 10, please refer to rejection for claim 2. 

3. Claims 3 and 12 are rejected under 35 USC 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Toshimitsu et al. (US 6,434,569) in view of Csipkes et al. (US 6,188,402) and further 
view of Thirsk (US 2002/0099569). 

With respect to claim 3, With respect to claim 5, Csipkes et al. and Toshimitsu et 
al. teach all the limitations of claim 1 as applied above from which claim 3 respectively 
depend. 

Toshimitsu et al. and Csipkes et al. does not teach processor requests the input 
of an image reading report, in case the image reading report is judged absent by 
judging means. 

Thirsk teaches requesting reveiw of an image reading report, in case the image 
reading report need by certain condition. [0034]. 

At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to request reveiw of an image reading report, in case the image reading 
report need by certain condition in the system of Toshimitsu et al. and Csipkes et al. 

The suggestion/motivation for doing so would have been that to make sure all 
images are completely diagnosed by request image reading report. 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Thirsk with Toshimitsu et al. 
and Csipkes et al. to obtain the invention as specified in claim 3. 

With respect to claim 12, please refer to rejection for claim 3. 

4. Claim 5 is rejected under 35 USC 103(a) as being unpatentable over Toshimitsu 
et al. (US 6,434,569), Csipkes et al. (US 6,188,402) and Thirsk (US 2002/0099569) in 
further view of Taniguchi et al. (2003/005531 7). 

With respect to claim 5, Thirsk, Csipkes et al. and Toshimitsu et al. teach all the 
limitations of claim 3 as applied above from which claim 5 respectively depend. 

Thirsk, Csipkes et al. and Toshimitsu et al. does not teach expressly that 
measures a time elapsing from the display of the medical image on the monitor and 
judges presence or absence of an image reading report corresponding to the displayed 
medical image when the measured time exceeds a predetermined time. 

Taniguchi et al. teaches determining condition of displayed image based one 
time elapse and predetermined time (para. [0707]). 

At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to determining condition of displayed image based one time elapse and 
predetermined time in the system of Thirsk, Csipkes et al. and Toshimitsu et al. 

The suggestion/motivation for doing so would have been that predetermined time 
can be set so that system can take next action. 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Taniguchi et al. with Thirsk, 
Csipkes et al. and Toshimitsu et al. to obtain the invention as specified in claim 5. 

5. Claims 6, 15 and 18 are rejected under 35 USC 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Toshimitsu et al. (US 6,434,569) in view of Csipkes et al. (US 6,188,402) and 
Jajubowski et al. (US 2004/0062421). 

With respect to claim 6, Toshimitsu et al. teaches, 
a monitor for displaying a medical image (Fig 2, ref. label 26); 
an input device for inputting an image reading report corresponding to the medical 
image displayed on the monitor (Fig 2, ref. label 32); 

Toshimitsu et al. does not teach a processor configured to process a control of 
judging presence or absence 

of the image reading report corresponding to the displayed medical image and to 
input an image reading report which indicates absence of observation instead of an 
image reading report input by the input device, in case the image reading report is 
judged absent and the medical image displayed on the monitor is changed, or in case a 
predetermined time is elapsed. 

Csipkes et al. teaches a conditional relation result that determine whether test 
result is absence or not (col. 5 lines 18-35). 

Jajubowski et al. teach generating an report which is set a warning flag, in case a 
predetermined time is elapse (para [0051]). 
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At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to generate image reading report, in case a predetermined time is elapse 
in the system of Toshimitsu et al. 

The suggestion/motivation for doing so would have been that to generate default 
report when unexpectedly long time elapes which means no report from user. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Csipkes et al. and Jajubowski 
et al. with Toshimitsu et al. to obtain the invention as specified in claim 6. 

With respect to claim 15, please refer to rejection for claim 6. 

With respect to claim 18, Toshimitsu et al. teaches the image reading report 
inputted by the inputting step includes a name of the reading doctor (col. 5 line 59). 

6. Claim 1 1 is rejected under 35 USC 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Toshimitsu et al. (US 6,434,569) in view of Csipkes et al. (US 6,188,402) in further view 
of Taniguchi et al. (2003/0055317). 

Thirsk and Csipkes et al. teach all the limitations of claim 3 as applied above 
from which claim 9 respectively depend. 

Thirsk and Csipkes et al. does not teach expressly that measures a time 
elapsing from the display of the medical image on the monitor and judges presence or 
absence of an image reading report corresponding to the displayed medical image 
when the measured time exceeds a predetermined time. 
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Taniguchi et al. teaches determining condition of displayed image based one 
time elapse and predetermined time (para. [0707]). 

At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to determining condition of displayed image based one time elapse and 
predetermined time In the system of Thirsk and Csipkes et al. 

The suggestion/motivation for doing so would have been that predetermined time 
can be set so that system can take next action. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Taniguchi et al. with Thirsk 
and Csipkes et al. to obtain the invention as specified in claim 1 1 . 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Randolph Chu whose telephone number is 571-270- 
1 145. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday to Thursday from 7:30 am - 5 
pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Matthew Bella can be reached on 571-272-7778. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
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information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



/RIC/ 

/Matthew C Bella/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2624 



